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REMARKS 

In an Office Action mailed December 19, 2005, claims 1-3, and 9-1 1 were rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over U.S. Pub. No. 2004/0268000 ("Barker"), claims 12, and 20-22 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Barker in view of U.S. Pat. No. 6,626,690 ("Homer"), 
claims 1, 4-6, 9, 12-16, 19-20, 23-24, and 27-32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over 
U.S. Pat. No. 6,633,960 ("Kessler"), and claims 7-8, 11, 17-18, and 25-26 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) over Kessler in view of the HyperTransport™ I/O link Specification 
("HyperTransport"). Applicants herein amend claims 1, 9, 12, 20, and 28 and respect fully 
request the reconsideration of claims 1-32 and the allowance thereof thereby placing the 
application in condition for allowance. 

First, Applicants amended claim 12 to correct a typographical error, namely an extra 
space. Applicants note that this amendment was not made for any substantial reason related to 
patentability. 

Next, Applicants amended claims 1, 9, 13, 20, and 28 and submit that claims 1-32 are 
allowable over the prior art cited in the Office Action. Specific rejections are addressed below: 

1. Claims 1-3, and 9-1 1 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) over Barker. Applicants 
provide herewith a Declaration of Applicants' attorney that establishes that the inventors 
completed their invention in this country prior to Barker's filing date. Completion of the 
invention was made by prior conception and diligence up to a constructive reduction to practice, 
Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

2. Claims 12 and 20-22 were rqected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Barker in view of 
Homer. Note that Homer shows in FIG. 1 an interconnection but it is based on a circuit board 18 
and a "circuit set" 32. Homer fails to show or suggest a processor surrogate that comprises an 
integrated circuit package as recited in claim 9 (from which claim 12 depends). Likewise, 
Homer fails to show or suggest a processor surrogate having an integrated circuit package as 
recited in claim 20. Thus, claims 21 and 22 are allowable at least because of their dependency of 
claim 20. Withdrawal of these rejections is respectfully requested. 

1/27/2006 Page 9 of 11 US.App.No.: 10/683,859 



PAGE 1 1fi0 * RCVD AT 1/30/2006 12:59:41 PM [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/30 « DNIS:2738300 * CSID:512 327 5452 * DURATION (mm-ssj:05-W 



.JAN. 30. 2006 1 2:1 5PM TL&A 5 12-327-5452 NO. 5477 P. 12 

CUSTOMER NO- 
48744 

3. Claims 1, 4-6, 9, 12-16, 19-20, 23-24, and 27-32 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
over U.S. Patent No, 6,633,960 ("Kessler"). Kessler discloses a computer system 90 having 
multiple processors connected together is a so-called Manhattan grid architecture (col. 4, lines 
60-63 and line 67-coL 5, line 3). Each processor 100 has its own CPU (col. 5, lines 40-49). As 
amended, however, independent claims 1, 9, 13, 20, and 28 recite a processor surrogate that is 
"characterized as not having its own central processing unit." Such a processor surrogate 
provides flexible upgrade capabilities without the expense of another actual microprocessor 
having its own CPU (see paragraph [0028]). Withdrawal of these rejections is respectfully 
requested. 

4. Claims 7-8, 11,17-18, and 25-26 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over Kessler in 
view of the HypeiTransport™ I/O Link Specification ('ByperTransport"), Applicants note that 
claims 7-8, 1 1, 17-18, and 25-26 are patentable over this combination for at least the reasons that 
corresponding independent claims 1, 9, 13, and 20 are patentable over this combination. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants respectfully submit that all of the claims are allowable and therefore the 
present application is now in condition for allowance. Accordingly, the Examiner is requested to 
issue a Notice of Allowance for all pending claims. If, for any reason, the Office is unable to 
allow the Application on the next Office Action, and believes a telephone interview would be 
helpful, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact the undersigned attorney or agent. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees that may be required, or credit 
any overpayment, to Deposit Account Number 01-0365. 

Respectfully submitted, 

1 1 Sola 
Date ' 




leg. No. 33,992 
Attorney for Applicants 
TOLER, LARSON & ABEL, L.L J». 
5000 Plaza On The Lake, Suite 265 
Austin, Texas 78746 
(512) 327-5515 (phone) 
(512) 327-5452 (fax) 
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